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hierarchy.1 There Is also definite evidence of a special priesthood among individual
German tribes, such as the Ubii2 and Chatti.3
We must therefore ask ourselves whether the passage in Caesar really holds
the meaning which has been read into it. Have scholars perhaps tried to deduce
too much from his evidence ? This passage is intended to emphasize the differ-
ence between Germans and Gauls. Caesar stresses the fact that among the
Gauls there are only two classes of real importance, the dmids and the knights.
He describes the very great influence of the former, especially in private life,
points out that the Gauls are very superstitious,4 and indicates the spread of
human sacrifice. The Gauls employed the druids for these sacrifices : adminis-
tnsque ad ea sacnficia druidibus uttmtuT. He goes on to say that the Germans
are very different in this respect. They have neither druids to preside over their
religious ceremonies nor do they eagerly offer (human) sacrifices. This appears to
be quite compatible with the statements of Tacitus, without involving any need for
the theories which have just been discussed. If the head of the household had
charge of private worship among the Germans (Germania^ c. 10) it was natural that
public religious services should be less in evidence, and that on the whole the
priesthood should play a less important part. Tacitus says nothing about
frequent human sacrifice. The sacerdotes and especially the high priest (sacerdos
civitaris) have charge of public worship and of the national shrines. It should
furthermore be observed that according to recent scholarship the druids were
not an Indo-German institution, but were introduced (among the Celts) from
without. They were firsdy magicians,5 and then priests, teachers, and judges,
and were of great political importance.6 Thus Caesar's description is compre-
hensible without any necessity for denying the existence of priests among the
Germans in early times.7
We ought, to-day, to treat with the greatest caution those facts which
have been adduced in proof of an original connection between the monarchy
and the priesthood. For neither the Merovingian journey with the sacred
yoke of oxen, nor the vengeance of the Frisian king for sacrilege, are in themselves
priestly functions. These survivals in later law point rather to the fact that
the south German kings themselves became objects of worship. The earliest
German monarchies are " not to be thought of as everywhere alike, for both
the dates and the causes of their appearance were everywhere different". The
Scandinavian kings probably performed priestly functions, whereas there is
evidence that the Burgundians and Germans did not.8 Moreover, recent research
has produced noteworthy results even in the case of Iceland, which is usually
singled out for special reference; the " Godi" were endowed with princely
1   The Origin of the English Nation, 319.
2  Tacitus, AnnaL^ i, 57.
3  Strata, vii, i, 4.
*  JBG.y vi, 16:  Natio est omnium Gallonim admodum dedita religionibus.
s See J. Pokomy, "Der Ursprung der Druiden," Mttteil d. Wiener Antkropolog. GeselL, xxxviii,
34 ff., and R. Much, ibid., 46. The former essay appeared in an English translation in The Smithsonian
Rapport for 1910, 583 ff.
*  See the article ** Druidae " in Pauly-Wissowa's ReaZenzyklopa&e eL klass. Altertumswl&s.^ v,
1730 ff., 1905, and recently A. Grenier, Les Gattlois^ (1923), 179.
*  How little Cassar*s description here corresponds to actual conditions, and how greatly he
exaggerates, may best be realized from the statement in the same passage that the only German deities
were the sun, the moon, and Vulcan.
8 K, v. Amira, Grundnss, iij, 151 (1913).